Application No. 10/518,389 

Reply to Office Action of October 12, 2006 

REMARKS 

Claims 1, 2, 5 and 20 have been amended to eliminate the term "may be". 

Claim 1 has been amended to include "single" in front of chemical bond as suggested 
by the Examiner. Applicants respectfully acknowledge the Examiner's assistance in this 
matter. 

No new matter has been added in this amendment. 
Claims 1-20 are active. 
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ARGUMENTS 



The Office asserts that the listing of the cyclohexane structure in the definition of "T" 
for Claims 4 and 19 is vague because the cyclohexane is saturated; however a saturated 
structure is consistent with the definition of "T" presented in Claim 2, which reads "is a 
divalent saturated or unsaturated ..." (underline added for emphasis). Both Claim 4 and 
Claim 19 depend from Claim 2 directly or indirectly. This issue was reviewed with the 
Examiner in an interview, November, 16, 2006. The Examiner agreed that the divalent 
cyclohexane structure is proper according to the definition of "T" and that the rejection would 
be withdrawn. Applicants thank the Examiner for his assistance in this matter. 

Applicants respectfully submit that the 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph rejections of 
the Office Action of October 12, 2006, have been addressed in this Amendment and the 
rejections should therefore be withdrawn. 

Applicants submit that the above identified application is now in condition for 
allowance and early notice to this effect is earnestly solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 



OBLON, SPIVAK, McCLELLAND, 
MAIER & NEUSTADT, P.C. 
Norman F. Obion 
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